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1974 


Dr* Um * v hoac iu 

Archivist of the United dttst^a 

tf&tioa&l Archival onti lUoorda er/lc# 

& & <i iiln^ won , ID « *> • 

r Dr * * 4 ho e> cU : 

j | Sscaus* your letter stamp-dated October 30, 1974, *a4 received nor* 

November > ao**& not Hat th« enclosure* , I note that there mv& m- 
;^~olcs«<i only aight (9), one with several v*>r t$ fcion* , ^nd trust you did 
^^nofc sand me either all the letters) end memoranda establishing policy 
or all the controlling laws «*ad regulations I had raquest&d. 

/C^\ Cons t s tent with your paafc record, you have vrittan & self-aorviug 
!;l«tt«r that is not in accord with This require* that I record 

«i j 'it least some of your unfa, c tun 1 raprusentc tiona • . 

jl j j ‘'Seo^ua* of your constant rafarena^s to peat and potential litigation, 
wa routinely have our ropliaa reviewed by the OA-A Office of ttoneral 
Aounssl, which review oooacquontly r^&wta in tho uolayou reap 

rpy; ?lr«t of tfll# this i# ffcl&e. You started "routinely ' 1 referring ^11 
!|_Jjcay correspondence to the 0 V. A Office of Go nor el Counsel long b«fcr« £ 

• — ^ filed or eusnticnod filing my suit under the r ' Freedom of Information'* 
1-vw. Year people, not intending this nccomraodf> tion, s*nfc ixe wrong 
copies so I & st «w*ra of th* person and this office end, If not the 
first time, &t le^st a time long before any litigation. You h#a other 
poll tide 1 purposes * 

n ~ 

\\ //' but were this not trua, && you know it ls ? this neither account .v for 
\V. t he delayer, so ms of which were of more th^n throe months, nor is it 
;/ in goeerd with jour regulations* 

! \ faragraph 46 of HAH S* 1343*lA# handed "Time limits , ' includes the d Ir&c 
1 1 vo b you h&va net followed a ain^i** timo in now* <*Uih$ y^ara : 

"if » request cannot bo VnawsrVd w 1 tTii s o TimX tV t~ i> workday a 

• . . T ' j on acknowledgment &ua fc [my empha&la j be sent to the rsqu^ator 
Indicating when th$ reply will be m* r d- 2 . M 

You quott* my letter of spt*jrnber 17 incompletely. Wh?*t followau your 
quotation It) , "And in order that thors cannot bo another of thaa* con- 
venient oversights* that are rlao *0 common, I went your p^rcon&l scaur 
encc that wh»t ycu provide is complete*" 

You provided neither fchla £$surflnce nor *> complete rospon a«. You in 
fact did not avea refer to whet you omitted of which I have knowledge. 

vhen I am 61 year* old 6nd hrve *u«d 03 A ^tid th^ .irchi v©» but twioa, 
Uh« alleged ‘'aonstsat reforencea to p^.st end potential liti&a tion i» 
h»rcly an explanation for your undevi* ting, violation of your own 
regulations* It i& cf *m $xpXh * nation wh^a you st^rtad thiii long’ 

before thcrr$ w*» <mj prospect cf »ny litigation. It beeomen no arxpl^- 
nation, not even a spurious one, waon your sppc&ls officer phenes 
s»nd b^ga to sue, as ^ichvrd Vgwtsradld , ^nd follows thi« with a 
fraudulent and deceptive written ccmmunici/it ion now ^ matter of court 
record* 


In ord&r to deny mu public information ths t ia mine 33 9 mtter of right, 
you, individually fcAd collectively, have systems tics lly violated and 
r^ ra ul f.tion And given me no alternative to litigation. I 1 he 1 ;*t thin^ a 
man in my situation want* is to But wh-na I cannot oven get 

honaat response from you end cannot oven gat- all the regulations mna 
prec^dffflta that control the availability of what is within your r^apoft- 
$ibiliti*>a * l* there «ny choice? Muefc I now file suit to get compliance 
with my simple request of ? apfcember 17? 

U<a* it is *ppropDA*. to to note that in sach litigation results# in 

your giving ®& access to wo&fc you had d$al$d 

It 1* also appropriate to note that in both aoaee th^ra w«« false swaar- 
/f^ing that I consider psrjurlou’t, onoo by you porsoaslly. 

t ! ! - : 

It is not f* fchrebi, it is f^at that you tove by these smd other wrongful 
eot^ done mil h?;rm. It 1 » not /s threat, it Ijj fact th*t you h^vo not to 
j( Hfchis d*y responded to what I consider pfcrf&ctly proper questions ^bout 
- the^e wrongful ^cts. You have not even claimed the questions im- 

proper* You have merely ignored them. 

.^The. final paragraph of my letter of ddptomber 17 refers to wh^h le> 
jj ^apparently cxtraorditui ry <l<»clifc*slf ieatlon of material to which I wos 
j I earlier dialed sooaao. ^erliar X and referred to your otand^rd priru- 
j 1 i tice of Inserting slip shoe tr* in explanation of withholding* You have 
\U/ provided copies of thass slip sheath. But In your letter of sptewbor 
16 , to which I responded the naxfc dsy, you told ms to "write directly r 
to the CIA. This, too, lx consistent with your refusal to replace filos 
! — ^ th&s hnv<* disappeared when in your custody, your effort to ai&ke indl- 
| jj, vidus 1 citizens responsible for repl&oing whsfc you not to wake 

MVfcilttble when It In you r obligation to b«e? t*u>$fc files $nd meke them 
*ve liable. Thin is tha worst kind of * a to resting und afcoaswolling, a 
subterfuge for vie luting the l^w. 

The written record between us is .sufficient for « dsfe^rmin** tioa of 
- -whether it is necessary to <suo to obtain public information. VUz court 
■j record is sufficient to ** tJBbliuh waiftaor suit n&eeasMiry . But bh&se 
nrt not the only records I hr* vs, s 3 you will lo&rn if you persist in 
)/ giving me no sltarnetive to seeking relief in the court*. I prefer any 
olhvv mo*ms, beginning with your corspli&noo with the lt?w and your own 

Li regulations. 

At some point this endless whips** lag h*£ to atop. In your letter of 
September 16 you direct mt to go to ’‘the agency of origin." liut whan 
in the past "the agency of origin* has giv«nn mo public inform# t ion 
through you, you have intercepted this public information and overruled 
the decision of the *g*mcy of "paramount Internet, * the Isngu&ge of the 
Attorney Genera l 1 ** Memorandum on this lew (p.£U). That agency rolosseci 
iba record at my request. You intercepted end withheld it. You *till 
withhold it. 

You, force me to go to court to obtain what you withhold Improperly *nd 
then complain that I 40 to court ana use this as a pretext for politi- 
cising your function aad interfering with my rights and my work. 

If you permit wo no alburns tivo. 111 b«a forced to seek ralief of bh*$ 
courts ^gnin. I hould hopo th^t at aoma point ao judge will become 


~ 3 ~ 


reseasful of Having hi* Uoaket aaodloaaly eluts^red by aulta 
B *u*.«* S839* ou& of four raaulcod la giving m» ub&t aed been 
aarj&ci «.». 

'f. ur» truly. 


da r old <vl»bapg 






thbt in 
Impro p^r ly 


